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killing off animal pests that destroy a farmer's crops; then why should
it not be ahimsa to kill human pests that threaten society with destruction
and worse?
The discerning reader will have already perceived that this
correspondent has altogether missed the point of my argument.
The definition of ahimsa that I have given cannot by any stretch
of meaning be made to cover a case of manslaughter such as the
correspondent in question postulates. 1 have nowhere described
the unavoidable destruction of life that a farmer has to commit
in pursuit of his calling as ahimsa. One may regard such
destruction of life as unavoidable and condone it as such, but it
cannot be spelt otherwise than as himsa. The underlying motive
with the farmer is to subserve his own interest or, say, that of
society. Ahimsa on the other hand rules out such interested des-
truction. But the killing of the calf was undertaken for the sake of
the dumb animal itself. Anyway its good was the only motive.
The problem mentioned by the correspondent in question
may certainly be compared to that of the monkey nuisance. But
then there is a fundamental difference between the monkey nuisance
and the human nuisance. Society as yet knows of no means by
which to effect a change of heart in the monkeys and their killing
may therefore be held as pardonable, but there is no evil-doer or
tyrant who need be considered beyond reform. That is why the
killing of a human being out of self-interest can never find a place
in the scheme of ahimsa.
To come now to the question of motive, whilst it is true that
mental attitude is the crucial test of ahimsa, it is not the sole test.
To kill any living being or thing save for his or its own interest
is himsa however noble the motive may otherwise be. And a
man who harbours ill-will towards another is no less guilty of
himsa because for fear of society or want of opportunity, he is
unable to translate his ill-will into action. A reference to both
intent and deed is thus necessary in order finally to decide whether
a particular act of abstention can be classed as ahimsa. After all,
intent has to be inferred from a bunch of correlated acts.
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